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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Applicant's communication filed on 3/1 8/2005. 

2. Claims 1-47 are pending and presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 3/18/2005 with respect to claims 1, 8, 25, 33 and 42 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

The examiner has completed a through study of the Applicant's remarks. These remarks 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues on page 2 of the remarks that the cite reference Brandt et al. (U. S. Pat. 
No. 6,714,979) did not disclose the claimed limitations of "providing summaries of reports to 
printer emulator" and "importing selected data from report summaries into a spreadsheet and 
providing the spreadsheet to a terminal" as recited in claim 1 . 

In response to applicant's argument, the examiner respectfully disagrees, because Brandt 
et al. disclose a data warehouse infrastructure for web based reporting tool with a statistical 
summary wherein a grand total of daily summaries produced by the daily extract process (See 
Brandt et la. Col.23, lines 52-61) and in additional support for the rejection, taking claim 1 for 
example, Brandt et al disclose the system with a reporting categories mechanism from which a 
variety of reports summary can be generated (See Brandt et al. col.24, lines 23-56) and also the 
system as taught by Brandt et al. includes a common report view by executing a graphical user 
interface that is used for the display and graphing of report data and particularly, provided with 
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spreadsheet management functionality and multiple selection, import and export of spreadsheet 
data and printing of spreadsheet (See Brandt et al. col.28, lines 37-48). 

Furthermore, Applicant acknowledges that the cited reference Hartmann et al. disclose 
the use of a printer emulator, but agues that the cited references Brandt et al and Hartman et al as 
combine did not disclose the Applicant's claim 1. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986), and also the examiner recognizes 
that references can not be arbitrarily combined and that there must be some reason why one 
skilled in art would be motivated to make the proposed combination of primary and secondary 
references. In re Nomiya, 184 USPQ 607 (CCPA 1975. The test for combining references is 
what the combination taken, as a whole would suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art. In re 
McLaughlin, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). References are evaluated by what they suggest to 
one versed in the art, rather than by their specific disclosures. In re Bozek, 163 USPQ 545 
(CCPA 1969). In this case, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made modify Brandt et al. teachings by incorporating a printer emulator 
as taught by Hartman et al. to perform the claim invention as claimed in claim 1 . 

Therefore, the examiner asserts that the cited prior arts Brandt et al. in combination with 
Hartmann et al disclose or suggest the subject matter broadly recited in claims 1 as required 
under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a). 
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As per claims 8, 25, 33, and 42, the examiner's response is the same since Applicant's 
arguments are the same for the cited claims. For the compact of prosecution, the 103 rejection of 
claims 1-47 is sustained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brandt et al. 
(U S. Pat. No. 6,714,979) in view of Hartmann et al. (U. S. Pub. 2003/0055976). 

As per claim 1, Brandt et al. disclose "A data warehouse infrastructure for web based 
reporting tool" by providing a common graphical user interface enabling the requesting, 
customizing, scheduling and viewing of various types of prices call detail (See Brandt et al. title, 
the abstract and col.l, lines 20-24). In particular, Brandt et al. disclose the claimed limitations of 
"receiving customer data in a mainframe database system" by providing a data warehouse legacy 
system (See Brandt et al. Fig.3 component 80, and col. 6, lines 54-60); "generating a report for 
each of a plurality of customer requests based on the customer data in the mainframe database 
system" (See Brandt et al.col.3, lines 49-59); "providing summaries of the reports" by providing 
a customer list (See Brandt et al. col.3, line 65 through col.4, line 12); importing selected data 
from the report summaries into a spreadsheet; and providing the spreadsheet to at least one 
terminal (See Brandt et al. col.4, lines 4-23, and col.29, lines 9-14). 
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It is noted, however, Brandt et al. did not specifically disclose a printer emulator. On the 
other hand, Hartmann et al. achieved this claimed feature by providing a system and method for 
servers display confirmation record response in a connection oriented client/server network 
connected with a printer emulator which allows the system to print reports (See Hartmann et al. 
page 1 section [0009], page 4 section [0040], and page 6 section [0045]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the art at the time of the 
Applicant's invention to modify the data warehousing infrastructure for web based reporting tool 
of Brandt et al. by incorporating a printer emulator mechanism taught by Hartmann et al. The 
motivation being to have enhanced the data warehousing system of Brandt et al. by allowing it to 
access the request display or printer device in order to print reports of customers quickly and 
efficiently. 

As per claim 8, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 1. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, the 
combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, discloses the claimed limitations 
of "storing the reports on a storage device" (See Brandt et al. abstract, lines 5-10, and col.3, lines 
45-48). Therefore, it is rejected on similar grounds corresponding to the arguments given for the 
rejected claim 1 above. 

As per claims 2, 9 and 30, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein customer data comprises customer 
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names, locations, and service request dates" (See Brandt et al. Fig. 10 and corresponding text, 
and col.20, lines 14-34). 

As per claims 3, 10, 1 1 and 31, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein the selected data comprises report 
numbers and service request dates" (See Brandt et al. col.20, lines 14-34, and col.26, lines 50- 
52). 

As per claim 4, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein customer data are received in the mainframe 
database system based on the plurality of customer requests" (See Brandt et al. Fig.3 component 
80 as a legacy Mainframe system that comprises the backend business logical applications). 

As per claim 5, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising selecting at least one report based on the 
selected data in the spreadsheet"(See Brandt et al. col.28, lines 56-62). 

As per claim 6, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein a terminal operator selects the at least one report by 
viewing the spreadsheet"(See Brandt et al. Fig.3, component 50, col.7, lines 62-63, and col.28, 
lines 37-43). 
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As per claim 7, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising printing at least one report based on the 
selected data in the spreadsheet"(See Brandt et al.col.28, lines 44-55, and col. 29, lines 9-1 1). 

As per claims 12, 14 and 34, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising saving the printed reports as 
word processing documents"(See Brandt et al. col.27, lines 57-62, col.33, lines 10-1 1, and 
col.41, lines 47-50). 

As per claim 13, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein each of the reports includes a unique report number 
associated with it" (See Brandt et al. col. 10, lines 46-49). 

As per claim 15, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein a file name for each saved report comprises the 
report number"(See Brandt et al. col.26, lines 50-52). 

As per claim 16, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising connecting to the mainframe database 
system with a terminal emulator"(See Hartmann et al. page 4 section [0040]). 
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As per claims 17, 21 and 38, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein a single computer comprises the printer 
emulator and the terminal emulator" (See Hartmann et al. page 4 section [0040]). 

As per claims 18 and 33, Brandt et al. disclose "A data warehouse infrastructure for web 
based reporting tool" by providing a common graphical user interface enabling the requesting, 
customizing, scheduling and viewing of various types of prices call detail (See Brandt et al. title, 
the abstract and col.l, lines 20-24). In particular, Brandt et al. disclose the claimed limitations of 
"receiving customer data, including service request dates, in a mainframe database system based 
on a plurality of customer requests" a data warehouse legacy system (See Brandt et al. Fig. 3 
component 80, and col.6, lines 54-60); "generating a report for each of the plurality of customer 
requests based on the customer data in the mainframe database system" (See Brandt et al. col. 3, 
lines 49-59); "assigning a unique report number for each of the generated reports" (See Brandt et 
al. col. 10, lines 46-49); "providing summaries of the generated reports as a customer list"(See 
Brandt et al. col. 3, line 65 through col.4, line 12); "importing selected data from the provided 
report summaries into a spreadsheet"(See Brandt et al. col.28, line 43); "connecting to the 
mainframe database system with a terminal'(See Brandt et al. Fig.3 component 50 and 
corresponding text); "selecting reports based on the service request date for each of the generated 
reports" (See Fig. 10, and col.20, lines 14-34); "providing the selected reports" (See Brandt et al. 
col.28, line 44, and col.29, line 11); "saving the provided reports as word processing documents" 
(See Brandt et al. col.27, lines 57-62, col.33, lines 10-11, and col.41, lines 47-50); and "storing 
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the saved reports on a storage device" (See Brandt et al. abstract, lines 5-10, and col.3, lines 45- 
48). 

It is noted, however, Brandt et al. did not specifically disclose a printer emulator. On the 
other hand, Hartmann et al. achieved this claimed feature by providing a system and method for 
servers display confirmation record response in a connection oriented client/server network 
connected with a printer emulator which allows the system to print reports (See Hartmann et al. 
page 1 section [0009], page 4 section [0040], and page 6 section [0045]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the art at the time of the 
Applicant's invention to modify the data warehousing infrastructure for web based reporting tool 
of Brandt et al. by incorporating a printer emulator mechanism taught by Hartmann et al. The 
motivation being to have enhanced the data warehousing system of Brandt et al. by allowing it to 
access the request display or printer device in order to print reports of customers quickly and 
efficiently. 

As per claims 25 and 42, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 18 and 33. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 18 and 
33 above. In addition, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "a file server in communication with the computer (See 
Brandt et al. abstract, lines 10-14). The Brandt system is integrated with a database server 
corresponding to a file server. Therefore, they are rejected on similar grounds corresponding to 
the arguments given to the rejected claims 18 and 33 above. 
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As per claims 19 and 36, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein a file name for each saved report 
comprises the report number"(See Brandt et al. col.26, lines 50-52). 

As per claims 20 and 37, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein the storage device comprises a file 
server" (See Brandt et al. abstract, lines 10-13, and col.3, lines 42-48). 

As per claims 22 and 39, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising deleting the customer data 
from the mainframe database system" (See Brandt et al.col.36, lines 20-22). 

As per claims 23, 24, 40 and 41, the claims have substantially the same limitations as 
claims 22 and 39. These limitations have already been addressed in the rejection of claims 22 
and 39. Therefore, they are rejected on similar grounds corresponding to the arguments given to 
the rejected claims 22 and 39 above. 

As per claim 35, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as modified, 
discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising storing the saved reports on a storage 
device"(See Brandt et al. abstract, lines 5-10 and col.3, lines 45-48). 
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As per claims 26 and 43, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "further comprising a local area network in 
communication with the file server" (See Brandt et al. col. 12, lines 1-12). 

As per claims 27 and 44, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein the stored reports are accessible from the 
local area network"(See Brandt et al. col. 9, lines 50-67). 

As per claims 28 and 45, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein the computer further comprises a 
spreadsheet"(See Brandt et al. col.28, lines 56-62). 

As per claims 29 and 46, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein selected data from the printed report 
summaries are imported into the spreadsheet" (See Brandt et al. col.28, 37-43). 

As per claims 32 and 47, the combination of Brandt et al. and Hartmann et al., as 
modified, discloses the claimed limitations of "wherein the printed reports are stored on the file 
server as word processing documents"(See Brandt et al. col.27, lines 57-62, col.33, lines 10-11, 
and col.41, lines 47-50). 


Conclusion 
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6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jacques Veillard whose telephone number is (571) 272-4086. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Fri. from 9 Am to 4:30 PM, alt. Fri. off.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici can be reached on (571) 272- 4083. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PATR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


Jacques Veillard CHARLES RONES 

Patent Examiner TC 2100 PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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